
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- September 1 4 ,  1966 

Appeal N o .  8905 W. J. Godwin, appe l l an t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  Dis t r ic t  of Columbia, appel lee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fol lowing Order was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
September 20, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- NOV. 22, 1966 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  a  var iance  from t h e  minimum l o t  a r e a  
requirements of t h e  R-1-B Dis t r ic t  t o  permit  e r e c t i o n  of  a one- 
s t o r y  s ingle-family dwell ing a t  3000 Nash Place,  SE., l o t s  58 and 
59, square 5543, be granted.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) Appel lan t ' s  proper ty  is  l o c a t e d  i n  an R-1-B Distr ic t .  

(2)  The proper ty  c o n s i s t s  of t w o  l o t s  having a  combined area 
of 4,868 square f e e t .  

(3)  A s m a l l  t r i a n g u l a r  l o t  a t  t h e  southwest corner  of t h e  
proper ty  i s  i n  adverse ownership and a p p e l l a n t  s t a t e s  t h a t  he 
has  been unable t o  purchase a t  a  reasonable  p r i c e .  

(4) Lot 59 was purchased by a p p e l l a n t  on August 2 ,  1943 and 
l o t  58 on October 23, 1951. 

(5) Appel lant  proposes t o  erect a  s i n g l e  family detached 
dwelling f r o n t i n g  on Nash Place ,  SE having a  width of 30.62 
f e e t .  

(6) Some lo t s  i n  t h e  neighborhood a r e  improved s i n g l e  
family dwell ings with f ron tages  of 41 f e e t .  

( 7 )  Minimum l o t  dimensions f o r  dwell ings i n  t h e  R-1-B 
Dis t r ic t  a r e  5,000 square f e e t  i n  a r e a  and 50 f e e t  i n  width. 

(8) Opposition t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  w a s  r e g i s t e r e d  
a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing.  



OPINION:  

Although  appellant.'^ l o t  d e v i a t e s  from t h e  requirements  f o r  
l o t s  i n  t h e  R-1-B District ,  t h e  Board concludes t h a t  t h e  g ran t ing  
of t h i s  appea l  w i l l  n o t  be d e t r i m e n t a l  to  t h e  surrounding a r e a ,  a s  
o t h e r  improved l o t s  i n  t h e  neighborhood are below t h e  minimum l o t  
dimensions. of  p r e s e n t  Zoning Regulat ions .  

F u r t h e r ,  w e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  has  proved a 
hardsh ip  wi th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  va r i ance  c l a u s e  of t h e  Zoning 
Regulat ions ,  and t h a t  f a i l u r e  t o  g r a n t  t h e  reques ted  relief w i l l  
p revent  a reasonable  use  of t h e  p rope r ty  a s  zoned. The g r a n t i n g  
of t h i s  appea l  w i l l  n o t  adve r se ly  a f f e c t  t h e  use  of neighboring 
p rope r ty  nor  impair  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone 
p l an  as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  and Maps. 


